
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Ad3ustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- October 1 2 ,  1966 

Appeal N o .  8945 Herbert B l u m  e t  a l ,  Trustees,  appel lants .  

The Zoning Administrator of the  District of Columbia, appellee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously ca r r i ed ,  
t he  following Order was entered a t  the  meeting of the  Board on 
October 17, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - March 20, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t he  appeal f o r  a variance from t h e  requirements of 
Sections 7303.2 and 7303.3 t o  permit loading ber th  12 x 20 a t  
1815 H S t r e e t ,  NW., l o t s  803,804,805,806, square 105, be granted. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) Appellants '  property is located i n  a C-4 D i s t r i c t  and 
is improved with a twelve (12) s t o ry  o f f i c e  building constructed 
i n  1961. 

(2) Appellants propose t o  erect a two-story rear addi t ion  
t o  t he  building with a f r e i g h t  e leva tor  and receiving room. The 
proposed construct ion requ i res  removal of the  e x i s t i n g  required 
loading berth.  

(3) The new proposed loading ber th  w i l l  be of an i r r e g u l a r  
shape and have a minimum width of seven (7)  f e e t  t e n  (10) inches. 
The t o t a l  number of square f e e t  i n  the new ber th  w i l l  exceed 240 
square f e e t .  The ber th  w i l l  be more or less p a r a l l e l  t o  t h e  
ex i s t i ng  a l l e y  bu t  w i l l  no t  depend upon any port ion of t he  a l l e y  
except when a vehic le  i s  maneuvering. 

( 4 )  Appellants testimony ind i ca t e s  t h a t  t he  proposed addi t ion ,  
requir ing re locat ion of the  loading ber th ,  is  necessary t o  handle 
t he  increased use an t ic ipa ted  f o r  the  National Lawyer's Club which 
is  located  on t h e  second f l o o r  of t he  building. The elevator i n  
the addi t ion  w i l l  service t h e  ki tchen.  It is an t ic ipa ted  t h a t  the  
new addi t ion  w i l l  relieve theload on the  present  elevators ser- 
vic ing t h e  bui ld ing and e l iminate  t he  necess i ty  f o r  double parking 
i n  f r o n t  of the  building.  



(5)  Section 7303.2 of the Zoning Regulations r equ i r e s  t h a t  
a l l  s t r u c t u r e s  except apartment houses have a loading ber th  20 
f e e t  deep ( t he  f i r s t  ber th)  and a l l  add i t iona l  be r th s  be 45 f e e t  
deep. 

(6) Sect ion 7303.3 requ i res  t ha t :  " A l l  loading ber ths  
s h a l l  be 1 2  feet w i d e .  The f irst  required  loading ber th  may 
have a v e r t i c a l  c learance of 1 0  f e e t  and a l l  add i t iona l  required 
loading ber ths  s h a l l  have a v e r t i c a l  c learance of 1 4  f e e t . "  

(7) No opposi t ion t o  the  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal was 
r eg i s t e r ed  a t  the  publ ic  hearing. 

OPINION: 

W e  a r e  of t he  opinion t h a t  appe l l an t s  have proved a hardship 
wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  variance c lause  of t h e  Zoning Regulations 
and t h a t  a den i a l  of t he  requested r e l i e f  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l ia r  
and exceptional  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon the 
owners. The new loading ber th  of appe l l an t s  w i l l  be a requi red  
loading ber th  a s  it w i l l  be a replacement f o r  the e x i s t i n g  berth.  
The p lace  where t h e  be r th  must be located  has d i c t a t e d  the  shape 
t h a t  t h e  be r th  must t ake ,  thus  it forms an i r r e g u l a r  shape as it 
must f i t  catty-corner i n  t h e  a l l oca t ed  space. However, t h e  be r th  
w i l l  exceed the  required length  and is only less than t h e  required  
twelve (12) f o o t  depth i n  a small por t ion  of t he  ber th .  Moreover, 
the  new ber th  w i l l  n o t  obs t ruc t  o r  otherwise i n t e r f e r e  with t r a f f i c  
i n  t h e  r e a r  a l l ey .  

W e  are f u r t h e r  of the  opinion t h a t  the requested r e l i e f  can 
be granted without s u b s t a n t i a l  detriment t o  t he  publ ic  good and 
without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  
of t h e  aone plan a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Maps. 


